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Reviews
Stone Worlds does not explore it further through the accu-
mulated experience of work on Bodmin Moor. But it also 
exposes another even more deep-seated problem: whether 
or not prehistoric people had a concept for stone per se, 
and, if they did, how their view relates to modern Western 
thinking about stone (and indeed how modern people think 
ancient people might have thought about stone). The excava-
tions at Leskernick revealed postholes and other indications 
to show that this was not an exclusively stone world in the 
past. Yet there is no discussion of how stone might relate to 
other utilized materials (which presumably had their own 
sets of embedded meanings), nor how the present archaeo-
logical record on the hillside has come to be dominated by 
stone in the mind of modern archaeologists.
Clearly, this well-designed and creatively presented 
volume contains much new food for thought, and in the 
spirit of post-processualism and reflexivity represents a 
provisional statement that opens the doors to further criti-
cal analysis. Not a page fails to deliver thought-provoking 
statements, interesting assertions, or the seeds of new 
questions. Anyone expecting a straightforward account 
of archaeological fieldwork presented in time-honoured 
fashion will be disappointed, but once such prejudices have 
been overcome they will find a rich and insightful study that 
deserves to be widely read. 
Timothy Darvill
Centre for Archaeology, Anthropology and Heritage
School of Conservation Sciences
Bournemouth University
Fern Barrow
Poole
BH12 5BB
UK
Email: tdarvill@bournemouth.ac.uk
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Oliver Harris
Imagine yourself in a shop or a library happily scanning 
for books that might be of interest. Your first reaction to 
coming across this book, guided by its title, might be to 
ponder if archaeology needs another book about memory. 
It has been the sole topic or central theme in several recent 
articles, monographs and edited volumes (e.g. Bradley 2002; 
Jones 2007; Van Dyke & Alcock 2003; Williams 2003). You 
might think ‘isn’t it time we actually started incorporating 
memory work into our day-to-day archaeology, rather 
than reading another book urging us to do so?’ Yet such 
a response — to this volume at least — would be entirely 
misguided. Not only is this excellent collection not solely 
about memory, it is also a fascinating application of the 
latest in archaeological thought to a wide-range of case 
studies. Disconcertingly, given the title, the main focus is on 
deposition; memory emerges as one theme amongst others, 
rather than as the focal point. Theoretically the inspirations 
are both archaeological, particularly the work on deposition 
that has been taking place in European prehistory for the last 
couple of decades (Barre#, Bradley, Brück and Thomas are 
readily quoted), and interdisciplinary, drawing notably on 
the writings of Bourdieu, Gell and Latour. Rather than just 
another plea for memory to be included in archaeology this 
book is precisely the application of memory work to well-
chosen case studies which my putative shopper called for 
above. Throughout, theory and practice are well integrated, 
indeed are shown to be inseparable; a rare achievement for 
an edited volume in particular. 
The book consists of 11 chapters including an intro-
duction by the editors and a concluding commentary by 
Lynn Meskell. The nine substantive case studies in between 
are dominated by New World material, particularly from 
Central and North America, but these are interspersed 
with chapters on the British Neolithic (by Joshua Pollard) 
and on Ghana between %' 1400 and 1900 (by Ann Stahl). 
Varying scales are assessed by differing chapters, from 
particular ‘moments’ of deposition (Pollard) through to 
the cumulative changes of hundreds of years and the effect 
of traumatic upheavals of both indigenous and European 
conquest (notably the chapter by Alex Nielson). Throughout 
the emphasis on practice, well defined by Nielson as ‘cultur-
ally and historically situated social action’ (p. 208), allows 
the archaeologists to trace how different kinds of materials 
interweave in different contexts producing effects on people 
associated with remembering and forge#ing. The la#er is 
explored with particular perspicacity by Barbara Mills, as 
she demonstrates how deposition and secrecy can form 
powerful tools for sociality through an ‘active process of 
forge#ing’ (p. 86). The agency of objects is played up to dif-
fering degrees in the various chapters with certain authors 
CAJ 19:2, 265–6      © 2009 McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research
doi:10.1017/S0959774309000353  
266
Reviews
(e.g. Rosemary Joyce) taking a strongly Latourian line 
(which places humans and non-humans as equals within 
the social network) whilst others (e.g. Pollard) emphasize 
the different kinds of agency that material objects can exert 
on the world. Throughout we are reminded, not for the 
first time but correctly nonetheless, to abandon a#empts to 
clearly delineate ritual and daily life. 
The strengths of the book undoubtedly come in part 
from its origins as a School of Advanced Research seminar 
in Santa Fe. Edited volumes are o<en criticized for being too 
eclectic, or for having a few papers which sit well together 
but others which appear to be coming from a very differ-
ent direction. It would be hard, in my opinion, to label that 
charge here. The papers, despite differences in emphasis, are 
cohesive and coherently ordered and structured. Even when 
the lens changes focus away from the Americas to Britain 
or Ghana the themes of the book remain foregrounded, 
allowing a continuity of argument. This sense of continuity 
is not entirely due to the SAR seminar, as Lynn Meskell’s 
discussion at the end demonstrates (she was not part of the 
original group). Her piece rounds off the volume nicely, 
teasing apart the otherwise thoroughly intermingled themes. 
Throughout the volume the practice-based approaches allow 
the authors to place the archaeology in the foreground and 
to use ethnographic and ethnohistorical sources, where 
they exist, to enliven the material, rather than beginning 
with these sources and using the archaeology as a way of 
validating or critiquing them. As William Walker points out, 
oral traditions are a form of practice in themselves, and it 
is to that practice, rather than their content, that we should 
pay primary a#ention.
One consequence of the uniformity of approach, 
however, is a slight dearth of variety. Despite their appeal, 
practice theories are not the only route to engaging with 
social memory or with deposition and materiality. Other 
approaches, notably ones driven by phenomenology, might 
have yielded other ways in to these questions, particularly in 
the light of the recent critique of materiality by Ingold (2007). 
A more critical discussion of object agency might also have 
been useful (e.g. Russell 2007). Finally, and methodologi-
cally, current applications of Bayesian statistics (e.g. Bayliss 
& Whi#le 2007) are allowing the specific temporalities of 
deposition to emerge, demonstrating the possibilities for 
greater refinement of our narratives. I wondered in several 
of the chapters if a Bayesian chronology might alter under-
standings of the rhythm and temporality of practice. Finally 
there are a few errors in the text — most notably in the label 
accompanying the photo of the original a#endees of the 
Santa Fe seminar which includes one ‘Jason’ Pollard!
It would be churlish, however, to conclude with these 
slight criticisms. More variation would undoubtedly have 
weakened the coherence of the book, particularly in the 
manner in which the introduction serves to foreground 
much of the theory for the whole volume. Overall this col-
lection of essays represents archaeology at close to its best, 
combining detailed knowledge of fascinating case studies 
with up-to-date theoretical influences. The dominance of 
New World material should not be seen as a warning flag by 
any Old World archaeologist. The freshness and relevance 
of the analysis raises many questions about archaeological 
engagement with deposition, one of the most ubiquitous 
practices we uncover. They also give the lie to claims that 
such approaches homogenize history by showing how 
practice-based theories place the variation of the past at their 
heart. By examining the particular historical instantiations of 
different networks of people, places, animals and things, this 
volume ensures that the manner in which materiality and 
deposition play a crucial role in remembering and forge#ing 
has never been clearer.
Oliver Harris
Department of Archaeology
University of Cambridge
Downing Street
Cambridge
CB2 3DZ
UK
Email: ojth2@cam.ac.uk 
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Erica Hill
The human head or skull has a long history of use and 
representation in many regions of ancient South America, 
and thus the provocative volume Heads of State is a welcome 
addition to the growing literature on the socio-political roles 
of human body parts. 
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